DISCLAIMER
This electronic version of an SCC order isfor informational purposes only and is not an official document of the
Commission. An official copy may be obtained from the Clerk of the Commission, Document Control Center.

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
AT RI CHMOND, DECEMBER 17, 2002

APPL| CATI ON OF
THE CI TY OF BRI STOL CASE NO. PUC-2002-00126

For a certificate of public
conveni ence and necessity to
provi de | ocal exchange

t el ecomuni cati ons services
and for interimoperating
authority

ORDER DENYI NG RECONSI DERATI ON

On August 5, 2002, the City of Bristol d/b/a Bristol
Virginia Uilities Board ("Bristol") conpleted an application
with the State Corporation Conmm ssion ("Comm ssion") for a
certificate of public convenience and necessity to provide
| ocal exchange tel econmuni cations services and for interim
operating authority to operate as a | ocal exchange carrier.
On Novenber 26, 2002, the Comm ssion issued an Order granting
to Bristol a certificate of public conveni ence and necessity
to provide | ocal exchange tel econmunications services in the
cities of Bristol and Norton and the counties of Washi ngton,
Scott, Lee, Wse, Russell, Tazewell, Snyth, and G ayson
("Order Granting Certificate").

On Decenber 16, 2002, Charter Comrunications, |nc.

("Charter"), filed a Petition for Reconsideration, or in the


http://www.state.va.us/scc/contact#General.htm

Alternative, Request for Clarification ("Petition"). Charter
seeks reconsideration of the Order "[t]o the extent that the
Comm ssion intended the Order to authorize [Bristol] to
provi de interexchange service, high-speed data service or

I nt ernet access service." Petition at 1. In the alternative,
Charter "seeks clarification that the Conm ssion did not grant
such authority to [Bristol] inits Oder."” Petition at 1-2.
Charter also "seeks a declaration fromthe Comm ssion that
[Bristol] does not have authority to provide high-speed data
service or Internet service absent authorization fromthe
Conmmi ssion.” Petition at 2.

We deny Charter’s Petition. The issues relied on in
Charter’s Petition were not raised and litigated as part of
this proceedi ng before our Order Granting Certificate was
i ssued. Thus, we decline to address Charter’s request on
reconsi deration or clarification. Charter, or any interested
person, is not precluded fromfiling a petition or other
appropriate pleading in the future if they have a cause before
t he Comm ssi on.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

(1) Charter’s Petition for Reconsideration, or in the

Alternative, Request for Clarification, is denied.



